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exposure assessment and risk characterization? it had, however, no official legal status. The report was noteworthy, in that it constituted the first evidence that all the federal regulatory agencies agreed on the inference options applicable to the identification of carcinogenic hazards and measurement of risks. The document made clear, however, that not all the agencies were bound to conduct quantitative assessments; it stated only that, if such assessments were to be conducted, they would be conducted uniformly. This language was probably a concession to OSHA's view, as expressed in its cancer policy, that quantitative risk assessment was to play no more than a priority-setting role in that agency's regulatory activities. Almost immediately after its publication, the IRLG report was adopted by the President's Regulatory Council and incorporated as the scientific basis of the Council's government-wide statement on regulation of chemical carcinogens. The Council viewed the IRLG guidelines as a major step in reducing inconsistency, duplication of effort, and lack of coordination among agencies in carcinogenic risk assessment (Regulatory Council, 1979) .
The scientific aspects of the final OSHA cancer policy, which was written to allow less latitude in the choice of inference options, were, nevertheless, in general agreement with the IRLG guidelines.  CPSC and EPA stated that they relied on the IRLG document, but the degree to which they rely on it today is not clear. FDA has made no statement other than that associated with the document's initial publication; in fact, in a recent proposal concerning the application of risk assessment to a class of trace constituents of additives, FDA did not even cite the IRLG document as a reference (FDA, 1982b). Although IRLG received a great deal of public comment on the guidelines, no report of the agencies' review of these comments has appeared.  In fact, the document was heavily criticized by industry, because it was published in its final form and adopted before the comments could be analyzed and revisions incorporated. The Reagan Administration has officially disbanded the entire IRLG effort, so it is unlikely that review of the public comments will ever occur.
Although the IRLG charter was not renewed, a similar group has been established, but one that is coordinated by the White House Office of Science and Technology Policy. This group has prepared a draft document on the scientific basis of risk assessment and has distributed